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Reduction in basketball table officials' mistakes

after guidance aimed at deepening their understanding of the rules
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[Abstract]
The present study examined the number and elements of the mistakes that
basketball table officials (TO) make by analyzing the level of the officials'
understanding of the rules. After 14 table officials made rulings at 4 qualifying
games of an intercollegiate basketball tournament, guidance was given to deepen
their understanding of the rules. The next day, the same investigation was repeated.
The number and elements of their mistakes before and after the guidance were
compared. As another measure of the effectiveness of the guidance on the rules, the
table officials completed a questionnaire before and after receiving the guidance.
The percentage of correct answers before the guidance was 75.2 £15.6%. On
important matches that decide entry to an intercollegiate basketball tournament,
their answers should be 100% correct in principle, and the reality was quite
unsatisfactory by comparison. After the table officials received the guidance,
however, the average number of mistakes per game was reduced from 3.0 £2.3 to
1.0 +0.8. The elements of their mistakes before the guidance were poor
understanding (0.8 +1.0) and lack of concentration (2.3+1.5). These elements were
reduced to O and 1.0 0.8 respectively after the guidance. The results from the
questionnaires also suggested that the guidance may have been effective for

improving the table officials' activity.



